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My approach towards research, in general, and in the area of privacy and statistical inference in particular, has been greatly influenced by Steve. I want to give a few examples to honor his memory. I first met Steve when I was a graduate student at Penn State University working with my PhD advisor Aleksandra Slavkovic. I gave a talk at a grant meeting explaining an idea to incorporate the additional randomness introduced due to privacy in the likelihood function for statistical modeling. I was just a graduate student, so my thoughts were not very clear. Steve immediately knew what I was trying to say, because he had been advocating a similar approach! The key goal of statistical inference is to make statements about population parameters, hence one needs to design privacy procedures with an eye towards this goal. This philosophy, which surrounds my work on privacy, is straight out of Steve's book! Another direction that I work on, that Steve often advocated, was the focus on finite sample inference as opposed to asymptotic inference. This is evident from his pioneering contributions to the work on sparse contingency tables where asymptotic tests don't always make sense. One of his pet peeves was the problem of analyzing sparse contingency tables under privacy, for which one necessarily has to take a finite sample viewpoint. Another point that always stays with me was Steve's suggestion to explore the possibility of a "Bayesian" version of privacy. While there are many such notions out there, I don't think they would have answered Steve's question. Quoting from my (cont 
